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Specious as this opinion is, two inscriptions (4016 and
4031 of Bockh) seem to prove the contrary. One of them^
which is of the age of Caracalla, mentions T. Fl. Gaianus,
a Roman knight, who was 'e high-priest of the commune
Galatarum, Galatarch, and flamen of Augustus;" another
mentions ^Elius Macedo, as fe high-priest of the commune
Galatarum and Galatarch." As, then, the office of High-
priest of Galatia and of the Galatarch were not identical,
so we conclude it to be almost certain that the office of
the High-priest of Asia and of the Asiarch were similarly
not identical. We are not, however, wholly dependent
upon analogy. An inscription of Smyrna mentions M.
Aur. Zeno and M. Cl. Juliana (probably his wife) as twice
Asiarchs9. This is the only example which I have seen of
a woman being named as an Asiarch. But examples are
frequent where women were High-priestesses of Asia.
Thus we have M. Ulp. Carminius Claudianus, whose
father was High-priest of Asia, and whose wife was also
High-priestess of Asia, though it does not appear that he
himself enjoyed that honour. There are other instances
of the same kind.83 The female Asiarchs are so very rare
compared with the High-priestesses of Asia, that this very
circumstance leads us to suspect that all the functions of
the Asiarchs would not be very naturally discharged by
women.34 Nor is this all. An inscription of Cyzicus
mentions Plot. Aur. Gratus Asiarch, and Julia Aur.
Asclepiodora, his wife, High-priestess. The contrary not
appearing, I should certainly suppose that she was High-

34 Bockh., n, 2782. See also n. 2823, 3092, 3211, 34:15,
3508.

3* When Strabo calls the Aaiarchs the leading men of the
province, he intimates that they figured prominently in. public
affairs, such as the debates in the Commune Asi&.